IN THE DRAWINGS 

In the above-identified Office Action, the Examiner objected to the drawings under 37 
CFR 1.83(a). 

Applicant submits new drawing Figure 13 with the present amendment to comply with 37 
CFR 1.121(d), and to overcome the Examiner's objection to the drawings. No new matter has 
been added with the new drawing, because the subject matter thereof was implicitly disclosed in 
the original application as filed. 

Applicant therefore requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's objection 
of the drawings. 
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REMARKS 

Upon entry of the present amendment, Claims 1-16 are pending in the application, of 
which, Claims 1, 7, 10, 13 and 16 are independent. 

The above-identified Office Action has been fully reviewed, the references carefully 
considered, and the Examiner's comments carefully weighed. In view thereof, the present 
Amendment is submitted. It is contended that by the present amendment, all bases of rejection 
set forth in the Office Action have been traversed and overcome. Accordingly, reconsideration 
and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

DISCUSSION 

Applicant has amended each of independent claims 1,7, 10, and 13, to overcome the 
rejections of record. 

Applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection, for reasons which 
will be outlined herein. 

Section 102(b) Issues 

In Item 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-6 and 10-15 under 35 USC 
102(b) as anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 5,010,780 to Hatfield. 

In Item 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 13 and 14 under 35 USC 
102(b) as anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 2,735,289 to Trammel. 

Applicant respectfully submits that none of the cited references discloses each and every 
element of applicant's claims, as presently amended. Therefore, applicant requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections based on Section 102. 

Applicant has further amended claims 1, 10 and 13 to more particularly point out and 
distinctly claim that the anti-theft device is provided in a vehicle having a door with a sill 



10 



portion, and to set out further structural features of the claimed structure . Claims 2-6 depend 
directly or indirectly from claim 1, and therefore incorporate the changes thereto. 

Claims 1 1 and 12 depend directly or indirectly from claim 10, and therefore incorporate 
the changes thereto. 

Claims 14 and 15 depend directly or indirectly from claim 13, and therefore incorporate 
the changes thereto. 

Applicant respectfully suggests that as amended, all of the claims are directed to a 
different art from that addressed by the teachings of Hatfield. Applicant therefore requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's rejection of claims 1-6 and 10-15 under 35 
USC 102(b) as anticipated by Hatfield. 

Applicant has further amended claim 13 to more particularly point out and distinctly 
claim that the knob guide is configured to retain the sill knob above the floor thereof . 

Furthermore, Applicant would like to bring to the attention of the Examiner that the 
Trammel reference does not teach, disclose, or suggest "knob guide having a floor and a 
chamber portion extending upwardly from said floor". 

Claim 14 depends directly from claim 13, and therefore incorporates the changes thereto. 

Applicant respectfully suggests that as amended, all of the claims patentably distinguish 
over the teachings of Trammel. Applicant therefore requests reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the Examiner's rejection of claims 13 and 14 under 35 USC 102(b) as anticipated by Trammel. 

Section 103 Issues 

In Item 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-6 and 10-16 under 35 USC 
103(a) as unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 6, 375, 234 to Brackman in view of Trammel. 
Furthermore, as noted above, applicant has amended claims 1,10 and 13 to more 
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particularly point out and distinctly claim the invention. 

Applicant therefore requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's rejection 
of claims 1-6 and 10-16 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Further in the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Trammel. 

Claim 15 depends from claim 13, and therefore incorporates the changes thereto. 

Applicant respectfully submits that amended claims 1,10 and 13 not only overcome the 
Examiner's anticipation rejection, but are non-obvious in light of the prior art, and therefore 
meets the standard of patentability. 

In Item 7 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 7-9 under 35 USC 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Hatfield in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6, 139, 076 to Hara. 

Applicant has amended claim 7 to more particularly point out and distinctly claim that the 
anti-theft assembly is to be provided on a vehicle having a door, a door frame and a door sill. 

Claims 8 and 9 depend directly or indirectly on claim 7, and therefore incorporate the 
changes thereto. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the device in the Hatfield reference includes a 
structure to be used in upholstered motion seating while the device in the Hara reference includes 
a structure for use in a foldable rear seat back. Applicant respectfully suggests that the claimed 
invention for use in a "vehicle having a door, a door frame, and a door sill" would not be obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention and is, therefore, not unpatentable 
over Hatfield in view of Hara under 35 USC 103(a). 

Applicant therefore requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's rejection 
of claims 7-9 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicant respectfully suggests that none of the references of record teach applicant's 
invention, as presently claimed, whether the references are considered singly or in any 
reasonable combination, and that further, skill generally available in the art would not lead to a 
person of ordinary skill to create applicants claimed invention, using the references of record. 

Applicant respectfully suggests that as presently amended, all of the pending claims are 

believed to be allowable. 

Applicant respectfully submits that all of the above amendments are fully supported by 
the original application. Applicant also respectfully submits that the above amendments do not 
introduce any new matter into the application. 

Favorable consideration is respectfully requested. 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited as first class mail, addressed 
to the Commissioner of Patents, P.O. Box 1450 Alexandria, y VA 22313-1450 on July 01, 2005. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Customer No. 21828 

Carrier, Blackman & Associates, P.C. 

24101 Novi Road, Suite 100 

Novi, Michigan 48375 

July 1,2005 



William D. Blackman 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 32,397 
(248) 344-4422 




13 



